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to find in it. And if we do not publish everything
which Madame dEpinay lias written, at least we pub-
lish nothing which she did not write.33

Attention to the corrections and alterations made by
the editors in the text, proves that every one of these
statements is an untruth.

The editors have printed as though included in the work
a great many passages and several letters that Madame
d'Epinay did not give to the original work; and that we
find in the manuscript on inserted pages.

They have altered a large number of statements found
in the manuscript, in such a way as to make it appear
that Madame d'Epinay related the facts truthfully,
whereas in the manuscript it is apparent that historical
events were falsely reported.1 The editors have also
altered difierent letters given in the manuscript, with the
purpose of making it seem that Madame d'Epina/s
version of them was the same that we have in Kousseau's
published correspondence; the fact being that Madame
d'Epinay gave false letters, fabricated to suit the purpose
of her story.

They have given an entirely different form and
character to the original work, by attempting to lend
it the authority of a serious autobiography, where a
truthful and literal account was given of historical per-
sonages and real events; whereas the special character
of this work was that it was intended for a novel, in
order that the author might lend freely to some historical
personages she placed in fictitious circumstances the
conduct and qualities it pleased her to attribute to
them .-without taking any pledges to afford proofs of the
exactitude of the facts she related.

And this deliberate alteration of the form and
character of the original work has compelled the editor
of the printed Memoirs to suppress, not only repetitions
and tedious episodes, but a large number of very enter-
taining and important narratives, simpjy because it was
1 See Appendix, Note D.red this disloyal pillage."
